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DETAILED ACTION 

• Claims 37-61 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

The term "some" in claim 37 is a relative term which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "some" is not defined by 
the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be reasonably appraised of the scope of the 
invention. The specification does not define what the term 
^'some" stand for. Clarification is required. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
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use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 37,38,48 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim (s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor (s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. ''determining strings of characters 
associated with geographic naming conventions ..." the 
specification does not describe what strings of characters are 
associated with geographic naming- conventions, in fact there is 
no mention in the specification as originally filed any thing 
about "strings of characters". Clarification is required. 
Examiner assumes strings of characters associated with 
geographic naming conventions as domain names or IP addresses. 

Claims 37,38,48 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. 
The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention, ''determining 
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strings of characters associated with geographic naming 
conventions ..." the specification does not state what the strings 
of characters are, in fact there is no mention in the 
specification as originally filed any thing about ''strings of 
characters associated with geographic naming conventions". It is 
not clear how strings of characters or what strings of 
characters are associated with geographic naming conventions. 
Examiner assumes strings of characters associated with 
geographic naming conventions as domain names or IP addresses. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 37-43,45-58 and 60-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Ansell et al US (6151631) . 
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As per claims 37 and 48, Ansell et al discloses an automated 
computer-implemented method of determining geographic location 
of an Internet user, comprising: 

receiving at least one of an IP address, host name or 
domain name associated with the Internet user [IP address or 
domain name of client computer is received. Col. 3, lines 13-37 
and col. 5, lines 43-57]; 

obtaining a route through the Internet to the target host 
for the IP address, the route containing intermediate hosts; 
[trace route is used to obtain intermediate hosts Col. 2, lines 
61-67 and Col. 3, lines 1-3]; 

determining strings of characters associated with 
geographic naming conventions for at least some of the 
intermediate hosts contained in the route ^'The trace routing 
process uses conventional trace routing to determine the 
approximate geographical position of client computer 160 (FIG. 
1) and maps that geographical position to determine a 
geopolitical territory within which client computer 160 exists'' 
[Col. 10, lines 19-40 and col. 8, lines 28-48]; 

determining geographic location associated with at least 
some of the intermediated hosts by use of a database correlating 
the strings of characters to geographic locations; address of an 
entity that owns the IP address [col. 9, lines 58-65; Col. 10, 
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lines 19-40 and Col- 15, lines 18-38]; 

automatically determining the geographic location of the 
Internet user by analysis of the route and the geographic 
locations of at least some of the intermediate hosts ] in trace 
routing, geographical location of user (computer) in question is 
determined by sending a packet to the (computer) user in 
question. A status packets containing information regarding at 
which routing node (and the hops between end points, round- trip 
transmission time between each of a plurality of links from and 
entry point into the Internet to he desired computer) is sent 
back to the sender of conventional trace route command Col. 2, 
lines- 61-67 and Col. 3, lines 1-3]. 

As per claim 38, Ansell et al discloses deriving the geographic 
location for unknown intermediate hosts within the route that 
does not have and associated string of associated with a 
geographic naming convention by determining the geographic 
location of an entity that owns the unknown intermediate host 
(col- 8, lines 49- to col. 9, line 10 and col. 9, lines 38-57) 

As per claims 39 and 49, Ansell et al discloses storing the 
geographic location of the Internet user in a database along 
with the geographic locations of a plurality of other Internet 
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users [Col. 10, lines 19-30 and Col. 2, lines 61-67 and Col. 3, 
lines 1-3] . 

As per claim 40, Ansell et al discloses determining a geographic 
address of an entity that owns the IP address [Col. 5, lines 1- 
43] . 

As per claims 41 and 57, Ansell et al discloses the method 
wherein the receiving one of the IP address or the domain name 
comprises receiving both the IP address and the domain name and 
method further comprises verifying that the IP address 
corresponds to the domain name [Col. 3, lines 13-31] . 

As per claims 42 and 58, Ansell et al discloses the method 
wherein the obtaining of the route through the Internet 
comprises performing a trace route [Col. 2, lines 61-67 and Col. 
3, lines 1-3 and Col. 10, lines 14-30]. 

As per claim 43, Ansell et al discloses a method as set forth in 
claim 37, further comprising assigning a confidence level to the 
geographic location of the Internet user [Col. 8, lines 13-20] . 



1 
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As per claims 45, and 50, Ansell et al disclose the method 
wherein automatically determining the geographic location of the 
Internet user comprises automatically determining a region 
within a country where the Internet user is located [Col. 6, 
lines 39-61] . 

As per claims 46 and 52, Ansell et al disclose a method as set 
forth in claim 37, wherein receiving comprises receiving a 
plurality of IP addresses or domain names associated with a 
plurality of Internet users and automatically determining 
comprises automatically determining geographic locations of the 
plurality of Internet users [Internet user's host Col. 3, lines 
13-62] . 

As per claim 47, Ansell disclose the method further comprising 
receiving queries for the geographic location of the Internet 
user and returning the geographic location [col. 3, lines 26-31 
and col. 5, lines 43-65]. 

As per claim 51, wherein determining a first geographic location 
of the intermediate host comprises using a database associating 
a plurality of strings of characters with geographic locations 
[Col. 10, lines 19 to col. 11, line 50]. 
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As per claim 53^ Ansell disclose the method of claim 48, wherein 
the route contains a plurality of intermediate hosts and a 
geographic location is determined for each intermediate host [A 
status packets containing information regarding at which routing 
node (and the hops between end points, round-trip transmission 
time between each of a plurality of links from and entry point, 
into the Internet to he desired computer) is sent back to the 
sender of conventional trace route command Col. 2, lines 61-67 
and Col. 3, lines 1-3; Col. 10, lines 19-30]. 

As per claim 54, Ansell et al discloses a wherein automatically 
determining the geographic location of the target host comprises 
analysis of the route and the geographic locations of the 
intermediate hosts Col. 2, lines 61-67 and Col. 3, lines 1-3; 
Col. 10, lines 19-30 

As per claim 55, Ansell et al discloses the method of claim 1, 
further comprising determining a confidence level associated 
with the geographic location of the intermediate host [Col. 9, 
lines 2-37 and col. 10, lines 1-30]. 

As per claim 56, Ansell et al discloses the method of claim 1, 
further comprising determining a confidence level associated 
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with the geographic location of the target host [Col. 9, lines 
2-37 and col. 10, lines 1-30]. 



As per claim 60, Ansell et al disclose a method as set forth in 
claim 1, wherein automatically determining the geographic 
location of the Internet user comprises automatically 
determining a region within a country where the Internet user is 
located [Col. 6, lines 39-61] . 



As per claim 61, Ansell disclose the method of claim 50, further 
comprising receiving queries for the geographic location of the 
Internet user and returning the geographic location [col. 3, 
lines 26-31 and col. 5, lines 43-65]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 44 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ansell et al US (6151631) in view of Merriman 
et al US (5948061) . 

As per claims 44 and' 59, although Ansell et al shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, he does not explicitly show a 
city where the Internet user is located. 

Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and 
would have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed 
by Ansell et al, as evidenced by Merriman et al USPN. (5948061) . 

In analogous art, Merriman et al disclose a system for 
determining the geographic location of Internet user down to 
specific location of the user through phone number and the 
location address. [Col. 7, lines 46 to col. 8, line 23]. 

Giving- the teaching of Merriman et al, a person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and the advantage of modifying Ansell et al by 
employing the system of Merriman et al to have the advantage of 
locating the geographic location of an Internet with more 
precision . 
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Conclusion 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this- communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained form the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either private PAIR or public PAIR system. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
YB 
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